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. FBB. 4, 1794. 
TTHIN theſe few days, a Pamphlet 


(the greateſt part of which long 
ſince appeared in the Cambridge paper, and 
received through the ſame medium a com- 
plete anſwer) intituled, 4 View of the Con- 
duct of the Parties reſpecting the Propoſal of 
Accommodation, offered by the Merchants of © 
Lynn to the Promoters of the Eau-Brink Bill. 
&c. has been diftributed to ſeveral mem- 

| bers of the Houſe of Commons; intended, 
no doubt, partly to diſplay to the beſt ad- 

vantage, the candour, plain dealing, and at- 
tention to the country intereſt, of the Lynn 
gentlemen and their friends on this occa- 
ſion, and partly to introduce what is called 
an opinion of Sir Thomas Page, which is 
fuppoled- to be unfavourable to the preſent 
A 2 ſcheme 
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ſcheme for relieving the diſtreſſed country, 
which is the object of it. 


Not to dwel u pon what is obvious to 
every one, who has taken the leaſt trouble 
to be informed of what has been ſaid, writ- 
ten, and done upon the matter; namely, 
that the oppoſers of the preſent plan them- 
felves *, have uniformly admitted that /ome- 


thing 


At a meeting of Commiſſioners of Sewers for the 
county of Norfolk, and of Land Owners of the country 
of Marſhland, holden at Lynn, in January 1791; 

« JOHN EDWARDS Eſq. in the chair, 

ce Tt was reſqlved, That the outfall of the River Ouſe 
<« between St. Peter < Church and the town of n is 
« defe&tive. = 

That a Cut from the bend of the river near St. 
« Peter's Church to Lynn, which Cut was formerly 
« propoſed by Mr. Kinderley, would effectuate a proper 
« ontfall, and at the ſame time improve the navigation. 

« That John Edwarh, Eſq. Sir Martin Brown Folkes, 
Bart. Henry Bell, Anthony Dickens, George Hogg, 
« Edmund Saffery, Thomas Berners Pleſtow, Maren 
4 Allen, Wi iam Bagge, and John Cary, Eſquires, or 
any two of them, be a committee of this meeting, 
« to requeſt the Mayor of Lynn to call a meeting of 
dhe merchants and traders at Lynn, to take their ſen- 
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thing is abſolutely. neceſſary to be unde ra 
taken to ſave the country, the navigation; 
and the harbour, from the increaſing and 
extreme in convenience, and even danger, to 
which they are now expoſed, (ſome of them 
indeed heretofore have even called for the 
execution of the very meaſure in queſtion) 
but have not condeſcended to offer any 
preciſe, ſolid, or even plauſible plan for that 
purpoſe; it ſeems at preſent only neceſſary 
to offer a few ſhort Obſervations upon this 
Appeal that has been made. | 


Omitting therefore to examine the pro- 
priety and delicacy of publiſhing, without 
leave, a gentleman's letters, avowedly not 
written in any public character, containing 
merely individual ſentiments and opinions, 
and certainly not compoſed with any idea 


« timents upon the expediency of ſuch a Cut ; and that 
« they, or any two of them, be alſo a committee of this 
© meeting, to propoſe the ſaid Cut as a plan of drainage 
< to the corporation of Bedford Level, and requeſt them 
to depute a committee to attend a meeting to be 
«« holden to take ſuch plan into conſideration,” 
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of their being likely to meet the public eye, 
in company with the ingenious and well- 
weighed epiſtles of Mr. Forſter, the ſoli- 
citor and agent for the Lynn oppoſition ; 
it muſt be left to fair and impartial men to 
judge, whether the plan of accommodation 
contrived by the latter gentleman, or that 
which Lord Hardwicke's wiſhes, as an in- 
dividual, led him to propoſe, and would 
have led him ſtrongly to recommend to the 
committee, had he ſeen any real inclination 
to peace in the other party, was the moſt 
candid, the moſt conciliatory, and the moſt 
Feafible*. In other words, whether Mr. 
Forſter's congreſs of delegates from the diſ- 
tricts {how to be elected, or by whom, does 
no where appear) together with his ſupple- 
mentary: reference to the King's prime mi- 
niſter, whoſe leiſure, local information, and 
uſual practice, no doubt render him very 
proper for a mediator on this ſubject—or 
the direct, immediate, and Jomple appointment 
of two or more able Engineers, by the concur- 
rence of the two exiſting committees al- 
ready acting, and ſubſtantially empowered 


* Vide the Pamphlet. | 
* 10 


89 | 
to act, for the general intereſts. con- 
cerned ; and a binding agreement to ac- 


quieſce in their deciſion (as mentioned in 


pages 14, 15, and 37 of the Pamphlet) teſ- 
tified the moſt ſincere and unaffected deſire 
to do juſtice to, and conciliate all parties, 
and at the ſame time avoid all unneceſſary 
delay in a buſineſs ſo preſſing and import- 
ant. It may here, perhaps, be reaſonably 
enough obſerved, that there ſeems to be 
more of form than fubſtance i in Mr. Forſter's 
ſyſtem of delegates ; as any indifferent | per- 
ſon would naturally be curious to know 
(ſuppoſin g theſe primary aſſemblies of the 
diſtricts to have been indeed practically 
convened) what changes, if any, were fit 
and likely to have been made of the per- 
ſons who were already, in -point of fact, 
acting as members of the reſpective exiſting 
committees; which, as it ſhould ſeem, con- 


ſidering the compoſition. of them on the 


whole, were as ſufficient virtual repreſenta- 
tions of the different intereſts for all really 
uſefu] purpoſes, a as any Convention of Dele- 


gates could have been, though not under a 
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name fo ſplendid and impoſing. _ Surely in 
cach of them were already as reſpectable, 
well- informed, diſintereſted, and proper 
men for the purpoſe (at leaſt of chooſing, 
| inſtructing, and ſuperintending engineers, 
for that is all Mr. Forſter's plan, if it 
means any thing, concludes upon) as could 
by any means have been found. 


Such being 1 the nature of the two propo- 
ſitions, which could no more be reconciled 
with each other than delay with expedition, 
and conf gon with fmphicity, Mr. Forſter 
ought not to wonder that his own was not 

adopted by the committee, to whom the 
conduct of the bill had been entruſted by 
the country. Lord Hardwicke did all that 
it was neceſſary for him to do; he tranſmit- 
ted, in due time, to the committee, his opi- 
nions, and the plan he, from his individual 
ideas, was induced to propoſe for their con- 
fideration. He explained to them what he 
thought might be properly aſſented to by 
them on the part of the country, (and con- 
kdering the length of time, trouble, and ex- 


pence 
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pence which the formation of the ſpecific 
plan in agitation had occaſioned, it muſt be 
confeſſed to have been no ſmall conceſſion, 
(had it been adopted) for the ſake of obtain- 
ing, if poſſible, the conſent of the merchants. 
of Lynn to /ome plan which might at laſt 
reſcue the lands from thoſe waters, to which 
they had ſo long been delivered, by ob- 
ſtructions at the outfall of the Ouſe. Had 
he been preſent at the meeting at Cam- 
bridge, (which a very preſſing duty at the 
time prevented him, as. well as Mr. Yorke, 
from attending). he could have done no 
more; had the gentlemen of Lynn even 
acquieſcedin his propoſal, he could only have 
recommended it as an individual, and the 
body of the committee muſt have decided; but 
they never did ſhew any ſigns of acquieſce- 
ing in it; and as to their em of delegates, 
he could only have recommended to the 
committee to do, as they actually did, 7. e. 
to reject it as procraſtinatory and im practi- 
cable. They could not have done other- 
wiſe in juſtice to their conſtituents; and 
Mr. Forſter, who has alluded ſo often to 
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the name of Mr. Yorke, may, perhaps, re- 
collect, that in the early converſations that 
paſſed with him upon the ſubject, Mr. 
Vorke conſtantly told him, that he thought 
the plan of delegates would never do, that ĩt 
was unneceſſary and impracticable, and that 
the country would never be brought to 
conſent to it. But, fays Mr. Forſter, why 
did not the committee agree to aſſemble 
the country for the third or fourth time, and 
take their ſenſe upon this favourite propo- 
ſition? Becauſe the committee, it is preſum- 
ed, having already received their powersfrom 
a moſt numerous and reſpectable meeting 
of the country held at March on the 14th of 
May, 1792, and the opinion of a very large 
majority -of the land owners, merchants, 
conſervators of the Cam, &c. being already 
known; through the medium of various 
© other meetings, to be in general friendly to 
the bill; and perhaps ſeeing reaſon to. ap- 
prehend (more clearly than Lord Hardwicke 

or Mr. Yorke could be ſuppoſed to do) 
chat the propoſal itſelf tended only to de- 
1 and perplex, and could produce no ſub- 
2 ſtantial 
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ſtantial benefit, thought that it was not fit 
to trouble the country again by aſſembling 
them, without the moſt evident neceſſity, 
and the cleareſt proſpect of doing ſome 


good. 


- This firſt object of the Pamphlet, there- 
fore, may be fairly diſmiſſed by concluding, 
«© That the Lynn merchants have declined 
to enter into treaty with the country, on the 
baſis of a concurring appointment by the 
two exiſting committees of able engineers, 
to whom it ſhould have been referred to 
conſider, whether it is practicable to com- 
bine a plan of effectual drainage with the 
fafety and improvement of Lynn harbour, 
and the navigation of the Cambridge and 
other rivers; and what is the beſt mode of 
carrying ſuch a plan into effect? which 
appears to have been a very fair and reaſon= 

able propoſition for the-intereſts of all par- 
ties, and which contains the fair and equi- 

table ſubſtance of Mr. Forſter's propoſal, 
when a little diſentangled from that copiouſs 
neſs of words, and magnificence of expreſſion, 
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in which it is at once MA and ſtudiouſſy 
involved. | 


2. The other part of the Pamphlet is 
to ſerve as a vehicle for Sir Thomas Page's 
letter, for it cannot abſolutely be called an 
opinion; it appearing, that the reſpectable 
writer had very ſtrong objections to giving 
any thing that could in ſtrictneſs be called 
an opinion, as one may collect from the 
letter itſelf. Nor is it to be wondered at; 
as the ſame authentic document "TIER 
us, that the gentleman alluded to, has not 
ſeen the country in queſtion, or reflected up- 
on the ſubject, for near twenty years; and 
undoubtedly the grievances complained of 
have become more crying, and the neceſ- 
ſity of applying ſome remedy more urgent, 
within that time. It ſeems that in 1775 
Sir T. Page acquired, and gave an opinion 
on the ſubject; the ſubſtance of which 
he ſtates to have been, that it was proper 
to make the Eau- Brink Cut wide and deep | 
enough, before the ſea was let into it, 
Nothing could Have been more prudent 
than this idea; and in this view the com- 
mittee. 
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mittee for conducting the preſent bill, will 
yndoubtedly be ready to make the Cut as 
wide and as deep as can reaſonably be 
wiſhed. It is true, the letter does indeed 
end by declaring the inclination of the 
writer's opinion to be againſt the Eau» 
Brink Cut. General intimations of opinion, 
are moſt naturally anſwered by intimations 
from equal authority; and therefore with- 
out alluding to the direct contrary able 
profeſſional opinions of Kinderley, Mylne 
and Golborne, one may venture to oppoſe 
the authority of Sir Joſeph Banks “ upon, 
this ſubje&, to that of Sir Thomas Page. 
But the latter gentleman inclines againſt 
the Eau-brink Cut, © for fear that its 
effects ſhould be injurious. to Navigation, 
to the _7ree /ands, and the corporation lands 
of the Bedford Level.” Now it is remark- 
able, that a great majority of all concerned 
in the navigations (except the merchants 
of Lynn themſelves,) moſt. of the pro- 
prietors of the free lands, and particularly 
the Bedſord Level corporation itſelf, by 
repeated ſolemn acts of the body, have un- 
| Nn * only 
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equivocally declared their hearty approba · 
tion of, and intention of ſupporting the 
bill as at preſent aer 8 
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But what appears to be the Jubftantiat 
part of the letter-alluded to, is the deciſive 
objection the writer has, after twenty years 
diſmiſſal of the ſubje& from his mind, to 
deliver any fixed opinion upon a matter 
which, as he ſays, is involved in controverſy 
between nearly an equal number of men of 
ſcience. He adds, © that from their being 
* alfo of long experience and high cha- 
« racter in their profeſſion, there ſcarcely 
*« js a poſſibility left for the country gen- 
« tlemen and merchants to decide upon 
« the queſtion.” ' A tolerably ſtrong opi- 
nion of the writer, by the way, that the 
plan of delegates, if feaſible, was likely to 
have been inefficient. But it appears 
that with him the queſtion remains in un- 
certainty. But is it ever to do ſo with the 
country? Is the country ever to remain 
drowned, and the rivers choaked up, be- 
cauſe when men of great ſcience and 
local experience (Mr. Kinderley for in- 

ſtance) 
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ſtance) are of opinion to relieve us, other 
men of ſcience (not to compare them with 
Mr. Kinderley) are to be found by the 
merchants of Lynn, who are of opinion to 
keep our lands under water to the end of 
time? It is high time that ſome deciſive 
ſteps were taken, and the beſt that cir- 
cumſtances admit, is as ſpeedily as poſſible 
to take the opinion of Parliament upon this 
truly important ſubject, important not only 
to the 300,000 acres intended to be drained, 
but to the agriculture and ſupply of the 
kingdom at large. The hearty wiſh, the 
ſincere deſire of the promoters of the preſent 
plan is, only that the matter may be fairly, 
fully, and deliberately diſcuſſed in Parlia- 
ment upon its merits; if alterations are 
neceſſary let them be made; let juſtice be 
done to all; but for God's fake let us at 
leaſt have ſome plan which may fave a 
moſt important tract of country, and a moſt 
uſeful river from certain, and perhaps not 
very diſtant, ruin and deſtruction. 


